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LETTER 


To the Reverend 


M Fohn OHM, &c. 


SIR, 


Thank you for the Book Publiſhed by 
you, Entituled A Defence vf Miniſterial 
Conformity, in Anſwer to Mr. Calamy; 
which 1 have read. over with much Satis- 
faction. But J find it is in this, as it doth 
uſe to fall out in other things, that that 
which giveth Satisfaction to one, doth not 
do ſo to others. I have had the opportunity 
of converſing with ſome Perſons about the 
ſubje& matter thereof; from whom having 
been informed of certain Objections that 
have been made againſt ſome parts of it, 
I ſhall now take the freedom to acquaint 
you therewith, and with the Anfwers and 
Replies, which I have made in your De- 


A 2 once, 


—— 
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fence, in which I believe I ſhall have your 
Concurrence with me. 

As far as I can underſtand, the main 1 
and principal Objection that is made by our 
diſſenting Brethren, is with reſpect to the 
Declaration of Aſſent and Conſent, required 
in the Act of Uniformity ; which they 
think you have given too ſtrait an Expoſi- 
tion of, as if it had relation only to the «/; 
of all things, that are preſcribed for Pra- 
ctice, when yet there is no ſuch Limitation 
made in the words of the Declaration * 
ſelf; but there the Aſſent and Conſent is 
declared to be given to all things contained, 
as well as thoſe, Which are preſcribed in the 
Liturgy. Whereas you ſay, in the words 
contained and preſcribed, the conjunction 
And muſt neceſſarily couple them; fo that 
only thoſe things that are both contained 

and preſcribed for aſe, are the proper Ob- 
jects of our Aſſent and Conſent. And that 
Expreſſion ſo much inſiſted upon to the aſe, 
they ſay was oppoſed by ſome of thoſe that 
were then in the Legiſlation (as they have 
had an account thereof) and that it was 

not put into the Declaration: And Mr. 
Baxter faith, when a Bill was ſent to the 
Lords, and was returned with that Proviſo, 

that the Aſſent and Conſent ſhould be un- 
derſtood only to be to the uſe of the things 
in- 


[5] 


injoined ; that it was rejected by the Com- 
mons for certain reaſons, in which the Peer- 
age acquieſced. 1 5 
Now J ſhall give you an account of what 
anſwer J have made to this, to begin firſt 
with what is urg'd from Mr. Baxter, we 
have no way to come to a certain Know- 
ledge of that matter. And tho? Mr. Baxter 
faith, the Commons rejected that Clauſe, 
ſent to them from the Lords, yet there is 
no neceſſity to conclude from thence, that 
the reaſon thereof was, becauſe the Parlia- 
ment intended that the Declaration ſhould 
mean more than a conſent to uſe the ſervice. 
But the true Reaſon may be very well con- 
ceivec! to be this; that the matter was ſo 
plainly expreſt and limited already in the 
Preamble to the Declaration, and in other 
places in the Act, as alſo in the very form 
of the Words in which the Declaration is 
made, that there was no need to inſert 
thoſe Words into the Declaration it ſelf. 
And in this the Lords acquieſced; which 
it is not likely they would have done, but 
would have had a farther Conference about 
it; if upon the Commons Intimation they 
had not been ſenſible, that it was ſuffici- 
ently done already. And Mr. Bexter's Dif- 
courſe in this matter is directed againſt the 
NN AZ. . Senſe 


Senſe of a certain fort of Perſons, which wc. 
never met with, and are very far from. 
As for the Account, which our Bre- 

thren ſay they have had from other Par- 
ticular Perſons concerning the meaning 
and Intent of the Act in this buſineſs ; I 
Mall make uſe of Mr. Corbet's words in his 
enquiry into the Oxford Oath, page 10. in An. 
ſwer to it. It i agreed, that the Law being the 
will of the Lamgiver, muſt be taken in the mean- 
ing, which is therein immediately ſignified to be 
his Will ; and that meaning being not his ſecret 
or private, but his declared and publick Wil, 
muſt ſome way or other be ſo evident and open, 

as that the Subjects may be ſuffriently in-. 
formed thereof, if they be not Culpably negli- 
gent, Now when our Brethren queſtion, 
whether the Senſe by you laid down be a- 
"dai to the Will of the Lawgiver, how 
{hall we come to a ſatisfaction herein? We 
cannot know this by ſome Expreſſions, 
that have occaſionally fallen from particu- 
lar Perſons, tho” they might be Members 
of Parliament, or Convocation, or the ad- 
viſers of ſuch as were fo. For ſuppoſe, 

that fome ſuch might oppoſe the Senſe by 
you given (we know not, that any onc 
of them did, but ſuppoſe they did) per- 
- haps it might be in heat of diſpute; 
or ſuppoſe they gave their ſentiments 
err WW; Calmly, 


as 
1 E 
Calmly, yet the ſenſe of particular Perſons 
is by no means to be Conſtrued to be the 


Senſe of the whole Body, that is concern'd 


in ſuch a matter, unleſs the Majority of 
that Body do conſent to ſuch a publick en- 
acting and Declaration thereof, as in plain 
Terms may be evident to all the Subjects. 
And it is evident, that when things come 
to be weighed in great Aſſemblies, where 
allare not of a mind, the words uſe to be 
adapted to ſuch a Senſe, as the reſt can 
comply with, and this on purpoſe, by put- 


ting in ſome, and putting out others. And 


what at {aft is done, is to be lookt upon as 
the publick Senſe, which the Subjects on- 
ly are to take Notice of, according to the 
Natural import and uſe of the words and 
other Circumſtances or words in ſuch a 
Law or Diſcourſe, -as doth attend them. 
Itis manifeſt what was the Private Senſe of 
many, that ſet down the third Article of 


the Deſcent into Hell, yet that being their 


private Senſe, and not the publick ſenſe nom, 
our Brethren do without ſcruple Subſcribe 
it. The like to which might be ſhewn in 
other Articles. 8 

To find out therefore the meaning of the 


Lawgiver in the preſent Caſe yet farther, 
I ſhall go on to tranſcribe Mr. Corbets 
Words. p. 11. Sometimes the meaning of the 
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Lawgiver may be ſo clearly expreſt iu the I ay 
zt ſelf, or by ſome other Declarative Act, that 
there necds no farther enquiry about it. But 
in Caſe the meaning is not thus clearly ſigni- 
fed, then of neceſſity, recourſe muſt be had to 


a rational Ini:rpreiation, And according to 


Reaſon, ihat Sc::ſe which the words ao con- 
 wentertly Import, aud which the conſtitution 

of the Realm and other Laws thereof, aud the 
orginary legal Practice do reguis is to be 
taken for the declared and publice Vil and 


Meaning of the Lamgiver; eſpecially if it an. 


ſwer the deſian, or end of that particular Law. 


And then afterwards, p. 13. If any ſhall. 


Imagine him to have a private Will or Aim 
in the contrivance of a Law, different from 
his pablick and open Will aud Meaning, the 
Subjects are not concerned therein, becauſe it 
is not the Lam or Will of the Lawgiver as ſuch. 
For the Lam is the Will of the Governour, not 
as mecrly Exiſtent, but as Declared, Where- 
fore touching this Declaration, that which the 
Hub jects are concerned in, is to know: what ts 
the apparent or ſufficiently declared Meaning 
of the Law-makers therein; and that the ſame 
Far 290d. "Yr 

Now then to go on and to apply this 


to the preſent Buſineſs, and to find out 
what is the meaning of the Lawgiver in 


this Law or Declaration, we muſt conſider 
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[ 91] 
the Law and Declaration it ſelf, as it lieth, 


and the end and deſign thereof. And firſt 
as to the latter. | | | 


It is an Axiom in Logick, Finis dat mo- 


dum & menſuram mediis. And this Decla- 
ration is to ſerve ſome end; and the end 
being once found out, that is to determine 
and State both the manner and the mea- 
ſure of the means. And to ſtretch and en- 
large the means farther than is neceſſary 
or proper for the Attainment of the de- 
ſigned end, would be weak and abſurd. 


And therefore to ſtretch the Senſe of the 


Declaration farther than is neceſſary to 
the End or Deſign to which it is to tend, 
is altogether groundleſs. Now as the end 
of ſubſcribing the Articles is to ſecure 
Orthodoxy, and Uniformity in Doctrine; 


ſo the end of Aſſenting to the Liturgy is to 
ſecure an Uniformity of Practice in the 
worſhip of God. And that this is the end or 
deſign thereof, we are not left meerly to gueſs, 


but it is plain and expreſs in the very Title 
of the Act, which is entituled, An Act for 


the Uniformity of Pablick Prayers, and Ad. 


miniſtration of Sacraments and other Rites 


and Ceremonies, &c. And is alſo expreſt 
in the Body of the Act to the ſame purpoſe, 
to be an Univerſal ene in the pablick 
worſhip of God. And then it is A: 

| y 


„ 
ly added, to the Intent that every Perſon may 
certainly know the Rule, to which he is to 
conform in publick worſhip and Adminiſtra- 
tion of Sacraments. Be it enacted, that all 


Miniſters ſhall be Bound to ſay and Uſe the 


Moraing Prayer, &c. According to the Uſe 
of the Church of England, And then after. 
wards they are required to Declare both 
Aſſent and Conſent to the U/e of what is 
contained and preſcribed. And this to the 
afe is two or three times repeated in other 
places of the Act. It is evident therefore 
that the Liturgy 1s preſcribed and enjoined 
only as a means to the Attaining of the 
aforeſaid end, of Uniformity of Practice, 
or univerſal agreement in the Publick 
Worſhip of God, and 1s limited to that 
end; and therefore ought not to be ſtretcht 
to any other. And our Declaration of Al- 
ſent and Conſent to the Liturgy is only 
to the ſame end. And ſo we are limited 
and Confined, as Mr. Hoaaly well obſcr- 
veth, to give our Aſſent and Conſent 
both to the uſe of the things Contained and 
Preſcribed, in order to that end; and 


not our Conſent to one thing and Aſſent 


to another; our Conſent to matters of 


Uſſe and Practice, and Aſſent to matters or 
Propoſitions of Faith and Doctrine; but are 


to give both only to the uſe of thoſe things 
| 7 Thar 
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that are to be uſed, that there may be 
an Uniformity in Practice or Worſhip, 
which is the end. So that the Act it ſelf, 
hath plainly determined this matter ſo, as 
one would think ſhould put it beyond all 
diſpute. And the Miniſter in making this 
Declaratien is expreſly tyed up to ſuch a 
meaning therein : And it He will mean 
more it is more than the Act obligeth him 
to, or doth really intend, if we may Judge 
of the Intention of it by its own expreſs 
Words. And therefore it 1s to ſtretch the 
meaning beyond the Deſign and Intent of 
the Act, which ought not to be done, nor 
is there any thing of true Conſcentiouſneſs 
init. Soplain are theſe things in the Eyes 
of Conformiſts, that Dr. Stillingfleet in his 
Sermon of Separation, p. 49. hath theſe 
Words. It is a hard Caſe with a Church, 
when Men ſhall jet their Wits to ſtrain every 
thing to the worſt Senſe ;, to ſtretch Laws be- 
ond the Intent and Deſign of them, to gather 
together all the doubtful and 7 paſſages, 
&c. And will not diſtinguiſh between the ap- 
probation of the Uſe, and of the Choice of things, 
For upon ſuch Terms as theſe Men think to 
jaſtify the preſent Diviſions. I quote the 
Paragraph, to ſhew how clear that great 
Man thought our Senſe of the Declaration 


to be. 
3 And 


to be made. 


[ 


„ 
And NG ſome do object, as Mr. Co- 
bet expreſſeth it in the other Caſe, p. 12. 
That the Law is not ſo clearly expreſt in the 


Words taken by themſelves, as to prevent all 


miſtaking and doubting thereof, in all that arc 


Men of Underſtanding and make uf? of it. 
But that the Words may bear a far more exten- 
ſixe Senſe, than what may be judged to be the 
true Intent and Meaning of the Lawmakers, 
J anſwer again in his words, the Sexſe of 
many Laws doth lie in a narrower compass, 
than the full extent of the Words taken h) 


themſelves, as is manifeſt in thoſe atvine Laws, 


Swear not at all, Call no Man Father upon 


Earth. And the Law-makers have not b; 


any authoritztive Declaration, or oper AC ſip- 
nified, that their meaning in this Declaration 
z as extenſive as any Senſe, that the Wor s ta- 
ken by themſelves will bear; therefore that Senſe 
only, which the Words do fats; bear, and 
which ſuits beff with the deſan of this very Law, 
is in reaſon to be taken for their aeclared an- 
pablick Mill and Meaning in this Declaration. 
And in that Senſe then the Declaration is 


* 


Nor is there any juſt reaſon to conceive, 


that the Law makers did intend, as our 
Brethren repreſent this matter, that every 


Minifter ſhould hereby re/tify his hight 


Juſtification, and Commendation of every Point 
ET \ | — | and 
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and Syllable, &c. in the whole Book, and every 
Page and Line of it; which is more than 
(as they themſelves alledge) can be done to 
any Tranſlation of the Bible it ſelf; when 
at the ſame time they expect, Hat ſuch juſt 
aud favourable Conſtructions ſhould be allowed 
toit, as in common Equity ought to be allowed 
to all humane Writings, Nor can we con- 
ceive, that they ſhould require ſuch higheſt 
Juſtification and Commendation, &c. to be 
declared i all times to come; when they in 
the ſame Book profeſs, that the particular 
Forms of divine Worſhip, and the Rites and 
Ceremonies appointed to be uſed therein, being 
things in their own Nature indifferent and alter- 
able, and ſo acknowledeed ; It is but reaſonable, 
that upon weighty and important Conſiderations, 
according to the various Exigency of Times and 
Occaſions, ſuch Changes and Alterations ſhould 
be made therein, as to thoſe that are in Authori- 
ty ſhould from time to time ſeem either neceſſary 
or expedient, For ſuppoſing that ſome Perſons 
might in the higheſt manner juſtify and com- 
nend every Line and Syllable at one time, yet 
when at another time alterations become 
neceſſary, or expedient (as in the Judg- 


| ment of the Law-givers they may do) how 


could a Declaration with ſuch a meaning be 
injoined or taken by thoſe very Perſons, or 


any of the like Sentiments with them, who 


were 


1 | 
were preſumed at firſt to zeſtify their higheſt 
Juſtification, &c.? And when we have the 
conſtant Practice of them, that make this 
Declaration, endeavouring in their places 
the alteration of many things, and teſtify- 
ing their deſire thereof? | 

But to go on with Mr. Corbet, Page 13, 
If it be objefted, the Law-makers may in ſome 
particular Law, have a meaning repugnant to 
Equity, and to the ordinary Courſe of Law and 
legal Practice: my anſwer is, that the Reve- 
reace and Charity, which is due to our Superiors, 
forbids us to conceive that they have ſuch a 
Meaning, unleſs we be compelled to it bv con- 
vincing reaſon; now we are not compelled to con- 
ceive thus by the Words of the Declaration; 
for they carry it fairly for a very good Meaning: 
Nor by the Scope of the Law (which appears 
to be a'ftrong Argument for our Senſe) nor 
get by any publick or open Act of the Lam: 
makers. Have the Majority of them, as ſo 
many ſingle Perſons, declared ſuch a Meaning, 
as is ſuggeſted in the Objections? Or can it 
reaſonably be imagined, that they ever would ſo 
deslare? Or is there any other Evidence, o. 
convincing Reaſon to be produced for it ? The 
Will of the Law-giver, which the Subjects are 
bound to take notice of, is that which is ſo pub. 
lick and open, that they may be inform'd of it, 
if they be not culpably negligent; as is more 


fully 
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fully expreſt from the ſame Author in what 
Iquoted before. 

And farther, if we conſider the Senſe and 
meaning of the Words of the Declaration 
in themſelves, I think verily, that our Bre- 
thren have no reaſon to run away with it, 
28 if it made for them. But I muſt needs 
be of opinion, and can Judge no otherwiſe, 
but that the very Words of the Declaration 
in which the Objection lieth, ought to be 
underſtood in our Senſe, and no other; 
and that the Senſe which our Brethren 
put on thoſe Words, is againft the uſual 
Conſtruction of Speech too, as well as a- 
gainſt the plain Determination, and end or 
deſign of the Law. 

For it is a Maxim in Law (and the con- 
{tant uſage and Conſtruction of words a- 
greeth to it) In toto jure, generi per ſpeciem 
Derogatur, Now the Aſſent and Conſent 
is to all and every thing Contained and Pre- 
ſcribed in the Book, &'c. That is, that are 
ſo contained, as to be alſo preſcribed, or 
that are not only Contained but preſcribed. 
For the things contained in the Book are of 
two Kinds or Species, vi. Propoſitious and 
Preſcriptions. Now the common uſage is, 
that when any thing is ſpoken or expreſt 
arſt in the General, and then afterwards a 
Specification is added, or a ſpecial expreſſi 
on 


Ty 
on is ſubjoined to the General, and 
comprehended under it, that then the 
Genus or General Expreſſion is limited 
by that Species, and ought to be exten- 
ded! no farther. Species ſemper generi ſole; 
deragare, quotieſcunq; Speciet &. gemeris 
ſimul vel ſeperatim fit mentio, vid. Bronchorſt 
in tit. de Regulis juris ad L. 80. As if there 
ſhould be a Vote in Parliament, that the 
right of Election in the Borough of A. is 
in all and every of them, that are ſeted 
Inhabitants in the Town of A. And that do 
pay Scot and Lot therein. The laſt Words 
ſo limit the former, that no ſettled Inhabi- 
tant can Elect, who doth not pay Scot and 
Lot. So alſo in Declarations, if I fay, ! 
do renounce and abhor all and every thing 
contained in ſuch a Book, and Printed in an 
Italic Character, the renunciation is Limit. 
ed to thoſe things, that are printed in 
that Character, and is not to extend to 
all that is contained indifferently and not 
ſo Printed. So likewiſe in Legacies, I do 
bequeath to A. B. All and every thing 
contained in my great Trunk, and Mari 
with the Letters, C. D. there is nothing elſe 
bequeathed, but what is ſo Markt, tho 
the general Word contained did go before, 
that being limited by what followeth. 
In theſe and in an hundred other inſtances 


(ol 


(of which this in the Dec 
there can he no probable reaſon given, why 
the Series ſhould be ſubjoined, but to limit 
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they are ſuch as do not in the leaſt invali- 


preſcribed are one Kind or Species of things 


, . 
, , * 
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oy {77 + d n 
laration is one) 


rogate from the Genus. 

Pei e ee 9 
ere are Exceptions to this Maxim, hut 
date the application thereof to the point in 


band. For inftance, this Rule doth not 
hold in Poetical and Rhetorical Wane 


where there is not commonly that exa 


neſs of Speech uſed, but many words, ge- 


netal and ſpecial, are indifferently huddled 


and joined together, the more to illuſtrate 
the matter. Nor dothit hold, when there 
is not a Kind or Species ſubjoined, but ſome 


 T#arvidaal is mentioned in chief, or as ſin- 


ular in the Kind. As if an order were 
Ent to all the Inhabitants of A. and to the 
Mayor thereof. Nor laſtly, doth it hold, 
when the Speczes is mentioned firft, and He 
Genus afterwards. As, I bequeath to A. B. 
all things markt with C. D. and all things 
contained in my great Trunk. Ss ant & 
idem Species & Genus legetur, tum ſi primo 
mentio ſpecies facta ſit, deinde generis, hoc ca- 


ſu ſpecies generi non derogat ; [ed illud patius 
| Prciem ampliat & legatum auget. But it is 


contrary, { primo generis mentio fiat, deinde 
ciel: As it is in our Caſe. The things 


403. 


1 

contained in the Book. And the Genus is 
firſt mentioned, then the Species. And 
therefore the ſpecial Expreſſion Preſcribed, 
muſt limit the general word Contained, 
to all thoſe things only that are preſcribed, 
excluſively of others, that are of anothe: 
Kind or Species in the Book, w1z. ſuch 
things as are aſſerted or propounded in Pre- 
faces, or other places in the Book, but not 
preſcribed therein for our uſe. 

Now Sir having thus given you my 
Thoughts touching this firſt Objection that 
hath been made, with reſpect to the Decla- 

ration of Aſſent and Conſent ; I ſhall ac- 
quaint you with one more of another na- 
ture. And theſe two are the only conſide- 
rable ones that I have heard. This lattcr 
relates to ſome things in the Offices of Bap- 
tiſm, and the Lord's Supper, and your Ex- 
plication and Expoſition thereof ; accord- 
ing to which in your way, theCroſs andGod- 
fathers in publick Baptiſm, and kneeling at 
the Lord's Supper, are not made by the 
Church, ſuch zecefſſary Terms of Commu- 
nion, as to exclude all that ſcruple them, 
as Mr. Calamy pretends they are. Now 
our diflenting Brethren think, that this 
your way of avoiding and anſwering that 
ſeruple about the Impoſition of theſe things 
made by Mr. Calamy, is meerly an Evaſion 
1 ep pr Oe or 
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or cutting of the Knot, inſtead of an unty- 
ing it. And ſome of our own Brethren in 
the Church think, that you ſhould rather 
have vindicated the Impoſitions, as Mr. 


Hoadly hath done, than took that way to 


evade them. 


Now I muſt confeſs, that I am of your 


Mind in what you fay, and think your An- 
{wer valid and good, notwithſtanding this 
Objection made by our Brethren of one 
kind or other. Nor do I think, it is any 
cluding of the Law, or doing contrary to 
the Dena and Intent of the Law-makers: 
For your Anſwer reſpects ſome Caſes only, 
not of uſual or ordinary Practice, but ex- 
traordinary and of Neceſſity, in relation 
to the immovable Scruples of ſome about 


the la wfulneſs of theſe unneceſſary Additi- 


ons to the Sacraments; who yet are very 
deſirous of partaking of them, in Caſe 
they could be any way diſpens'd with, as 
to theſe things ſcrupled. As to theſe ex- 
traordinary Caſes, whether the Law-ma- 
kers did foreſee them or not; or intended to 
make any - expreſs Proviſion about them; 
yet it is plain there is ſuch a Latitude left by 
them, as that a Proviſion is really made for 
a diſpenſation or connivance therein, in 
aſe of ſuch invincible Scruples. And ſee- 
ing poſitive Laws do not bind 4 ſemper, as 
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you urge very well againſt Dr. F. of Whiz. 
church, Def. P. 42. and as our Lord ſhey- 
eth in caſe of the Sabbath, Mat. 12. It is 
reaſonable, that in all ſuch Caſes of neceſſi- 
ty (extraordinary, and perhaps unforeſeen) 
there ſhould be ſome relaxation of the Law, 
according to the general grounds of Equity. 
And thoꝰ no ſuch Allowance or Diſpenfation 
were given in the Liturgy, yet it is reaſon- 
able, that it ſhould always be preſumed 
and ſuppoſed. There is no particular men- 
tion of the private Baptiſm of the Adult, 
which gave occaſion to your Addendum a- 
bout it, yet it is moſt manifeſt, that in ſome 
Caſes it muſt be allowed ; as in caſe of dan- 
gerous Sickneſs, of Perſecution, &'c. Thus 
Biſhop Hall in his Apology againſt the 
Browniſts, Sect. 32. giveth five limitations 
of the uſe of the enjoined Ceremonies ; the 
laſt of which is, that Men be not ſo tyed to them, 
but that by occaſion they may be omitted, ſo it br 
without Offence and Contempt. And one 
would think, that it ſhould: be always al- 
lowed as molt reaſonable, that the leſſer 
ſhould give place to the greater. Andif 
in caſe of a divine Command, where God 
hath required Sacrifice and Mercy both, 
and when one doth interfere with the other, 
Sacrifice as the leſſer, muſt for that time be 
left undone; one would think it ſhould 
eY Dn hel or OD EW 7 ne 


- L 21 ] 


much more hold in a Caſe between the 


: Commands of God and Men ; and a few 
| unneceſſary things injoined by Man, tho? 
) Jia themſelves lawful, yet being verily 


thought unlawful by ſome of well- meaning 
: Minds, ſhould be omitted for that time, 
rather than the Ordinances of God them- 
ſelves ſhould be ſo, and rather than there 
ſhould be a Schiſm made, and Perſons ſhould 
go from the Church to thoſe places, where 
they may partake of theſe Ordinances, 
: withour thoſe ſcrupled Additions. I am 
ready to ſubmit to the Reaſons of any, by 
which I may be otherwiſe informed; but 
I muſt continue to be of this Mind till I am 
ſo. And ſeeing there is a Latitude or Li- 
berty left by the Church in ſuch Caſes, and 
the Expreſſions are ſo ordered as to counte- 
nance ſuch' a Diſpenſation, (whether the 
matter was foreſeen or unforeſeen by the 
Church, it is all one to me) I am verily 
perſuaded ,- as I believe you are, that I 
ought in Conſcience to make uſe of the ſame, 
out of a-charitable reſpe& to the doubting 
or miſinform'd Conſcience of my weak 
Brother, rather than inſiſt ſtifly upon un- 
neceſſary things, to the breach of Charity, 
and giving an occaſion to farther Rents 
and Schiſms in the Church, when they may 


be avoided. | a 
. 5 : e 
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Theſe things now premiſed, I muſt indeed 
grant and do Believe, that what you ſay about 
omitting the ſcrupled and ſuppofed Impofi- 
tions, being allowed by the Church in cer. 
tain Caſes, is a full anſwer to thoſe Inſtan. 
ces alledg'd by Mr. Calamꝝ; and it ſeems 
you lad nothing farther in your Eye, than 


fairly to anfwer him. And therefore T am 


of opinion, notwithſtanding what is obje. 
fed by fome of our Brethren, that the 
Vindication of the Tmpoſitions was not ne- 
ceſſary in your way, and your omiſſion of 
ſuch Vindication is no juſt or culpable De- 
ſect in your Anfwer. ' © 

But yet Sir, to ſpeak freely, I am of the 
mind withal, that it would have been a 
very «feful Addition; tho* it was not nece- 


fairy to your Defence, if you had farther al. 


V proceeded thereunto, ex abandante ; and 


© that for two reaſons, partly for the fake of 


thote, that may not be ſo well fatisfied witl 
your Latitude in the Interpretation of thoſe 
Offices; and partly becauſe, thoꝰ you may 
be fuppoſed to have fufficiently anſwered 
Mr. Calamy in your may as to the Inſtances 


alledged, and fo. have anſwered his Argu- 


ment 4 it is urged, yet it muſt be granted, 
that there are ſome terms of Communion 
ſo impoſed, as rhat the Impofition of alt 


| 
not anſwered the Argument, as it might be i 
4 urged, if it were preſt home. And it muſt 
he faid, that Mr. Calamy did not ſee how 9 
far his own Objection extended or might ; 
extend, For he might have proceeded far- | 
ther than he hath done; and yet I doubt "If 
not but to ſhew withal, that he hath gone [ 
ſo far in his way of Argument, as to fight | 
with what he offers to comply with, as well - 
as with what he oppoſeth and argueth a- 
ainſt. 5 | 
: I muſt own therefore to you, I am not 
againſt all Impoſitions, that may acciden- 
tally prove excluſive terms of Communion 
to ſome, tho? you did not think it to your 
purpoſe in your way of Defence to mention 
it. There is a vaſt difference between 
things that are anlamful in themſelves, and 
ſo in theirown nature are unwarrantably 
made Terms of Church Communion at 
any time; which is the Caſe with reſpect 
to many Impoſitions in the Church of Rome. 
And thoſe things, that are in themſelves 
_ lawful, but are only ſcrupled by ſome, whe- 
ther they are ſp. The former Impoſitions 
arein their own nature unwarrantable and 
wicked, but not fo the latter; tho they 
may accidentally prove excluſive Terms of 
Communian”to ſome, by reaſon of their 
miſapprehenſiòn of things. And Mr. Cala- 
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and his Brethren muſt be of the, * . 
Mind," if they will j Jy TC conliſtently with 


theirown Principſe 

Practices! in ebe 8 of this nature. And 
there ore Mr. Callin ought. not. to have 
made this an Argument, a ainſt the lawful- 
nth of the ren of theſe things, about 
whith the matter of. our Diſpute is in our 
Church, meerly, 4s an | Impoſition of things, 


hich may prove Acid tall excluſive Terms | 


ofCommiinion to ſome, Junlels he could prove 
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is to o Hears sf the me and Pra- 
ctiſes of himſelf and his Brethren, in like 
Caſes. And fo the fame Arguments that 
Mr. Calemy brings againſt the Croſs, God- 


fathers and Kneeling, as made, Terms of 
Communion, do hold againlt all determi- 


nation of Circumſtand es in the worſhip 


God, which any ot! ers do; { ruple, — 
-OMIMUNION | 


there would be: debarr 
i. Hor mo there cre Ae 
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[35] 
ions againſt theſe particular Ceremonies 
on. other Accounts (which belong to the 
ſeveral Heads in your Defence) yet as to 
the matter of Impoſition, at they are made 
Terms of Communion, there is no more 
Objection lyeth againſt the Tmpoſition of 
them, than there doth againſt any other 
determination, ſuppoſing the things them- 
ſelves lawful, which we now ſuppoſe, be- 
ing only upon the matter of the Impoſition. 
And ſo the Argument againſt: Impoſition 
of only accidentally excluſive Terms of Com- 
munion proves too much, if it proves any 
thing, and more than Mr. Calamy deſires it 
A | (6 
I ſhall give an Inſtance in ſome things. 
Forms of Prayer are {crupled by great num. 
bers of Men, eſpecially as impoſed. And it 
is certain it is not abſolutely neceſſary, that 
there ſhould be ſuch a determinate Form 
of Words uſed in Prayer. I have a Book 
now open before me, that pretends to give 
ten Arguments agaiaſt tinted Forms made 
and-impoſed, containing high Accuſations. 
of them, as putting. an Affront on the Digni- 
hy and high Grace of the Almighty, as quench- 
ing the Spirit, &c. Now ſuch a Form we 
ſubſcribe to uſe, and whoever ſcruples this 
is not only debar'd from one part of our” 
Worſhip, and at one particular time, as in 
| + | the 


= 
the Caſes ſuppoſed by Mr. Calamy, but 
from the whole publick Worſhip. at all 
r c 

So tor the determination of Time and 
Place in the Lord's Supper. As to Time it 
is determined to be in the Morning, which 
Impoſition ſome have ſuppoſed to come in 
with Tranſubſtantiation. Some call it a 
turning the Lord's Supper into a Dinner. 
Mr. Jacob givetli the reaſon ſor the Evening, 
becauſe Chriſt ſuffered in the Evening of 
the World. Some plead for the having of 
it after Supper, as our Lord inſtituted it af. 
ter the preceding Supper. And thus they, 
who inſiſt upon this matter as part of our 
Saviour's Inſtitution are ſhut out by the 
foregoing determination. 

And thus, as to Place, our Churches are 
{crupled by ſome, as having been Places 
uſed formerly in Idolatrous Worſhip. And 
our Chancels much more, as an Imitation 
of the Jewiſh Sanctum Sauctorum, and as 
giving occaſion to a proud advancing the 
Miniſter above the People, eſpecially where 
there are Rails, and to the ſuperſtitious 
Conceit of a Shechinah there. And they who 
have ſuch Scruples as theſe, will be ſhut 
out of Communion by the foregoing deter- 


minations, + +. 
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Thus alſo finging of Pſalms in metre, 
with ſet Tunes, (not to mention Inſtru- 
ments) are ſcrupled by others. Nay our 
Bells, Clocks, Hour-Glaſſes, Fonts, Pul- 
pits (and what not?) have found Sectaries 
of one kind or other, that have declared a- 
gainſt them as Popifh, and have profeſſed, 
that they could never come near to worſhip 
there, where the leaſt Rag of Popery is re- 
tained. ww 35 2 

Yet theſe or ſuch like determinations are 
lawful, yea requifite to be made, in the o- 
pinion even of our Brethren. Mr. Baxter 
gives numerous Inſtances of ſuch Additions. 
and Fnventions in the worſhip. of God, as 
are lawful to be made under the regulation 
of the general Laws of God; which are in 
ſoecte undetermined. in Scripture, and are 
teft to be deter mined by humane Prudence. 
Chriſt. Direct. tom. 3. qu. 133. For none of 
theſe particulars are neceſſary in themſelves, 
Worfhip might be without ſtinted Forms 
impofeck: Sacraments at another Time and 
Face. Singing might be in Proſe. And 
yet our Brethren themſelves do not only 
practiſe diverſe of theſe , and fuch hike 
things, which others fcruple, but offer ta 
comply with thefe determinations, the 
thereby others be debarr*d from the publick 
Worfhip, and fometimes may mY 
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Eads turmd dgainſt them * I Non- 
compliance with them. And if theſe de- 
r&fthibations'were altered, the ſame Incon- 
veniences would happen the other way, to 
the excluſion of others, who are for {et 
Fortis, becauſe of the Miſtakes and Inde. 
cetcies which they apprehend would be 
cottmitred; at leaſt, by ome Miniſters in 
the Miniffration of the publick Offices. Our 
Brethren impoſe their. own. Form or Me- 

tHod on tlie People, who mult join therein, 

of” he gone: And how comes the Publick 
Authority, or Paſtors united together to 
have le& Power in this Caſe, than a parti- 
ctllat Miniſter or ſingle Paſtor? 

It ſeems therefore even from the Opinion 
attd' Practice of our Brethren, to be no un- 
lawful thing, ro have ſuch Orders and De- 
terminations ſettled, which may to ſome 
ſcrupulous Perſons thro? their Weakneſs or 
Miſtake, prove accidental excluſive Terms 
of Communion. And therefore they muſt 
not thinkit ſtrange of us, if we alſo think 
it a leſs Inconvenience, that Perſons ſcru- 
pling the Orders and Deter minations, which 
we Are required to ſubmit to, and are veri- 
IV perſuaded are lawful, ſhould be debarr'd 
or hut out of our: Communion, till they are 
ſatisfied in thoſe things, than that tlie 
Church ſhould be denyed a Power ro Fc 
uch. 


29 
ſuch law ful Determinations, as we ſuppoſe 
theſe to be. | 


If they think there is a difference between 
their Impoſitions, or thoſe which they 
would conſent to, and ours, it is plain, 
there is none in ſame things. As for in- 
ſtance, they have declared, that they could 
conſent to an impoſed Form of Prayer, as 
well as we, tho” they know it 15 invincibly 
ſcrupled by many, Cc. And as to other 
things, tho? there may be a difference in the 
things themſelves, yet as to ſcrupled Impo- 
ſitions, 45 Impoſitions all are alike; and 
the ſame Arguments or Objections that are 
made againſt, and do affect ours as ſuch, 
do like wiſe affect theirs. If they will ar- 
gue therefore againſt the things impoſed in 
themſelves, Which we comply with, they 
may ; and I doubt not, but you will join 
Iſſue with them again about that matter if 
occaſion be. But I think they had need for- 
bear the cenſure of our Impolitions. 4 ſuch, 
or as accidentally proving to ſome excluſive 
Terms of Communion, till they can vindi- 
cate their own, or thoſe they do, or would 
comply with, from the ſame Imputation. 
| Turpe eſt Doctori; cum culba redarguit ip- 
[um, 
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Thus 


, "HM 
Thus have I in ſhort repreſented to yon, 
what I have obſerved and heard diſcourſt 
of theſe things, and have given you my 
Thoughts of them. You may make what 
uſe you pleaſe of this Writing, only taking 
care, that no more be known of the Wri- 
ter, than that T am, Sir, 


Yoar Aﬀettionate Brother 


And Hemble Servant 
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